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Replacement drawing sheet{s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1,1 21(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Claims 30-33 and 36 are withdrawn from furtlier consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected claimed invention, tliere being no 
allowable generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed 
on 09/22/2005. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



3. Claims 1-9, 12-13, 16, 25, 41-42, 44-45 and 47 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee et al. [US 6,606,256]. 

Regarding claims 1-2, 12-13 and 41-42, Lee et al. disclose a computing device 
module for receipt within a computing device chassis (figures 1-2), the module 
comprising an enclosure cooperated with a handle (figure 1) movably coupled to the 
enclosure to move between an extended position and a retracted position, wherein the 
handle includes at least one opening (112) being continuously bounded. 
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Regarding claims 3-4 and 45, Lee et al. disclose the at least one opening 
permitting a standard thumb/medial segment of a standard forefinger to be pinched 
together through the at least one opening when the handle is in the retracted position 
(figures 1-2). 

Regarding claim 5, Lee et al. disclose the opening including an arcuate surface 
configured to engage the at least one digit when the digit extends through the at least 
one opening. 

Regarding claim 6, Lee et al. disclose the at least one opening being a circular. 

Regarding claims 7, 9, 13 and 47, Lee et al. disclose the chassis including a 
detent structure assembly (302, figure 3) cooperated with a detent structure assembly 
being mounted on the handle to retain/withdrawal the module from the chassis. 

Regarding claims 8, 12 and 44, Lee et al. disclose the handle being pivoted 
between the extended position and the retracted position (figure 3). 

Regarding claim 16, Lee et al. disclose the enclosure having a side/front wall 
(figure 1), extending in a first plane and wherein at least a majority of the handle 
extends in a second plane parallel to the first plane. 

Regarding claim 25, Lee et al. disclose the handle extending along only a single 
transverse side of the enclosure (figure 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sk\\\ in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 10-11, 14-15 and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Lee et al. in view of Bovell [US 2003/0161 118]. 

Regarding claims 10-11 and 14-15, Lee et al. disclose the instant claimed 

invention except for the retainer including a first treaded portion coupled to the 

enclosure and a second threaded portion coupled to the handle and screwed to the first 

threaded portion. 

Bovell discloses a module (2, figure 1) having a first threaded portion (22) 
coupled to an enclosure and a second threaded portion (figure 1) coupled to a handle 
and screwed to the first threaded portion by a thumb screw (24, figure 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the screw design of Bovell in Lee et al.. In order to secure 
the handle in the module. 

Regarding claim 28, Lee et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for 
the enclosure including at least one air flow opening extending along a first plane and 
wherein the handle extends substantially within a second plane perpendicular to the first 
plane. 

Bovell further discloses the enclosure including at least one air flow opening 
extending along a first plane and wherein the handle extends substantially within a 
second plane perpendicular to the first plane (figure 2). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the airflow opening design of Bovell in Lee et al., in order to 
allow air flow through. 

Regarding claim 29, Lee et al. disclose the module being electrically contacted 
with the computer device through coupled connectors (figure 2). 

6. Claims 17-22. 34-35, 37-40 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lee et al. in view of Pham et al. [US 4,885,436]. 

Regarding claims 17, 34-35, 37 and 43, Lee et al. disclose the instant claimed 
invention except for the handle has an arm portion and grasping portion providing the at 
least one opening, wherein the lever ami portion is substantially received within a 
recess when the handle is in the retracted position. 

Pham et al. disclose a computing device (figures 1 and 3) having a handle (34) 
movably coupled to an enclosure (4), wherein the handle has arm portion and grasping 
portion providing the at least one opening (figure 3) and wherein the lever arm portion is 
substantially received within a recess (56) when the handle is in the retracted position. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the handle design of Pham et al. in Lee et al., for the 
purpose of retracting the module from the chassis. 

Regarding claims 18-19, 22 and 38-39, Lee et al. disclose the Instant claimed 
invention except for the specific thickness of the arm portion/ sheet metal/recess. 
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The specific thickness of the arm portion would have been an obvious design 
consideration based on the specific thickness of the handle to be used for providing 
enough strengthening to retract the module from a chassis. 

Regarding claims 20 and 40, Lee et al. further disclose the arm portion being 
formed of a sheet metal. 

Regarding claim 21, Lee et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for 
the sheet metal being formed of galvanize. 

The sheet metal being formed of galvanize would have been an obvious design 
consideration based on the favor products from the user, which the manufacture is 
intended to make. 

7. Claims 23. 26-27 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lee et al. 

Regarding claims 23 and 46, Lee et al. disclose the instant claimed invention 
except for the handle being formed of a material that has a yield strength of at least 
about 16,000psi. 

Official notice is taken that it is well known to use a material that has a yield 
strength of at least about 16,000psi., such as metal. Therefore, the handle being made 
from metal can provide a strong momentum to retract a module from a chassis. 

Regarding claim 26, Lee et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for 
the opening having at least one dimension at least 18mm. 
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The specific dimension of the opening would have been an obvious design 
consideration based on the specific dimension of the handle and a standard size of 
users' fingers. 

Regarding claim 27, Lee et al. disclose the instant claimed invention except for a 
power supply provided therein the module. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide at least one power supply In the computer device of Lee 
et al., in order to provide electric for the computer device. 

8. Claims 24 and 48-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lee et al., as modified, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Reiter et 
al. [US 5,557.499]. 

Regarding claim 24, Lee et al.. as modified, disclose the instant claimed 
invention except for the module including at least one light-emitted display (LED) 
extending along a face of the module, wherein the handle has an arm portion and a 
grasping portion forming the opening and wherein the grasping portion extends in a 
plane perpendicular to the face. 

Pham et al. disclose the module having the handle including arm portion and a 
grasping portion forming the opening and wherein the grasping portion extends in a 
plane perpendicular to the face of the module (figures 1-2). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the handle design of Pham et al. in Lee et al., for the 
purpose of retaining/retracting the module with a chassis through the actuator/handle. 

Reiter et al. disclose a module having at least one (8, LED) being mounted on a 
surface of the module (figure 4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to add the LED with the module of Lee et a!., as modified, as 
suggested by Reiter et al., for the purpose of indicating the status of the module 
completely retain with the chassis. 

Regarding claims 49-52, the claimed method steps would be inherent in the 
product structure. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Tanzer et al. [US 6,603,657] disclose a module including a mounting 

data storage device; and 

Bovell [US 6,831,839] discloses an adjustable sled module for mass 
storage device. 
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10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hung S. Bui whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2102. The examiner can nomially be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30AM-6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kamand Cuneo can be reached on (571) 272-1957. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). I , (] 



11/14/05 
Hung 6u/ 
Art Unit 2841 




